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calculation made iu this pamphlet, which intentionally omits
altogether from the account the proceeds of salt, customs, and
opium. Nor did we know that " salt and customs' duties are paid
by the consumers equally over the country.*' We admit that we
were under the impression that salt made south of the Chilka
paid a far less tax than that manufactured north of it, aud conse-
quently that the Bengalee consumer of this article paid a far
higher duty than the Madrassee.

We are no friends to that splendid blunder, the Permanent
Settlement, but we like to see it fairly treated, and the princi-
ple adopted by the pamphleteer of lumping the entire expend-
iture on all parts of the empire into one whole, and assuming
that each province ought to contribute its rateable share of the
income required to meet this expenditure, proportioned to its
population or area, is obviously fallacious. If it is a fact that
Bengal requires hardly any army, needs no array of settlement
officers, and consumes more than its share of imported and
exciseable goods, surely all this must be taken into account iu
fixing the share of revenue which it ought to raise,

In any case we demur to the assertion that Bengal is the
spoilt child of the Indian Family. Whatever tax is paid else-
where is paid here, and is generally more productive here than
elsewhere The deficiency, if such there be, is simply caused
by the Supreme Government for the day having deemed fifc to
make & present of a large portion of the land revenue to the
zemindars for the time being, and to their successors. What
a selfish and unprofitable use the bulk of them have made of
the present, in spite of a few illustrious exceptions, is known to
all But the rest of the people of Bengal, the^ agricultural, the
mercantile, the trading, the official communities, have rather
Buffered than gained by this measure- How then cap Bengals
position be said to be * favored ?' It seems TO us that it has beeu
rather sinned against than sinning.

A Positwid has sent us his Reply to an article on
in the < Edinburgh Review; April 1866. Though somewhat
late in the field, the pamphlet shews that it is written by one
who is perfectly familiar with the teaching of his ma^er, ami
some passages cutting up the rationalistic latitudiaanaa Ifceastja
of the Reviewer indicate pretty clearly that Hfector ia the
armour of Achilles, cannot withstand the attack of a spear
from the same armoury,
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